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DYNAMICS OF SOCIAL STRUCTURE IN THE PRESENT STAGE OF
DEVELOPMENT IN ROMANIA

by
Ion Iordache1

In the following analysis of contemporary Romanian society, social
structure and social dynamics, elements to be considered will include population structure and socio-professional and labor force structure in various branches of the national economy. These must be considered in the context of the ongoing improvement of production and social relations, and of
actions designed to solve the country's major economic and social problems.
Analysis of the fundamental dimensions of a multilaterally developed
socialist society reveals the changes in the social and population structure, especially in the structure of the labor force, including increasing
participation of the working class in all aspects of social life, strengthening cohesion between social classes and categories, and socioeconomic
homogenization of the whole populace. In the age of socialism, the structural configuration of Romanian society and the dynamics of all socioeconomic, cultural, and political processes are conditioned by the development of the economy and by the firm application of the policy of socialist
industrialization--especially in the time period following the Xlth
Congress of the Romanian Communist party.
Certain socio-economic indicators clearly demonstrate the achievements
and dynamism of the Romanian economy: Romanian industry today has achieved
a global production thirty-four times higher than it had in 1938, and by
1985 it is expected to contribute 70% of all national income; the efforts
to harmoniously develop all the production forces throughout Romania have
increased the number of districts with a global production of at least ten
billion lei from four in 1965, to twenty-three in 1976; in comparison with
the mean world economic growth of 6.1% from 1953-1975, Romanian industrial
production increased by 12.2%; during 1965-1975 about one million apartments were built; during 1960-1976, Romanian goods sold on the socialist
market were eleven times more than in previous years. Meanwhile, the
living standard and the material and cultural levels of working people in
towns and villages has also increased considerably.
"It is necessary to underline that on the occasion of this Congress
[the Xlth]," Comrade Nicolae Ceau§escu said, "the party considers industrialization the main task in the general policy for building a socialist
society in Romania, this being the only way to do away with the economically backward state, to develop national riches, to increase national
income and the living standard of people, and to consolidate national
independence" (Ceaupescu, 1977b:547-609).
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The dynamism of the Romanian economy is derived from a complex process of social mObility. This process, in turn, determines important
qualitative and quantitative changes in class structure, social categories
and strata, and in the production of material and cultural goods, as well
as in the complex activity of management and self-management that characterizes our country's present stage of development.
It is characteristic of the social dynamics in the present stage of
building the new social order in Romania that large groups of people move
from one social class to another. Ascending from one social category to
the next higher level results in more efficient use of the labor force and
in the multilateral development of the human personality. The present
social structure of our country is a direct reflection of the high degree
of social mObility, especially in the labOr force, which adapts continuously to the processes of socio-economic development and the technicoscientific revolution planned by the Party.
In general, social dynamics and mobility involve changes in the groups
and communities making up the nation's social structure. The changes are
real changes of place and role in the social production organism. The most
significant changes have taken place in class and community structure in
both towns and villages. In order to determine exactly the social position
of an individual, group, class, or social community, one must start with
the essential objective aspects: their attitudes toward the means of
production and the economic basis of society.
From the perspective of Marxist sociology, the social structure of
Romania is characterized by the existence of well-defined classes, strata,
and social categories. These are interdependent and undergoing a continuous process of homogenization. The classes and social strata of this
unique working people are a product of socialist relations of production
based on state property of the whole populace and cooperative property. As
the party program points out, socialist property, irrespective of its form,
will continue to expand, assuring similar superior working and living conditions for all classes, strata, and categories of working people in towns
and villages.
The following social classes and categories exist in Romania: working
class, cooperativist peasantry, intelligentsia, administrative officers,
handicraftsmen organized in cooperatives, a small number of peasants with
private farms (especially in the mountainous and hilly regions), private
handicraftsmen, and a reduced number of professional people.
A few comments are necessary to clarify this structure. The exploiting classes have been completely abolished while the working class, owner
of the means of production and producer of material goods, plays an important leadership role bUilding the new social order in Romania. The
workers' and peasants' alliance has represented and will continue to represent the determining factor in the economic and social progress of-our
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country, being the main political force that will assure the advancement of
our society to socialism and communism.
Comrade Nicolae

Ceau~escu

has pointed out that

It is evident that in our country there are no antagonistic
classes; but social classes and categories still continue to
exist. They are friends, animated by the wish to build the
new social order together; but it would be wrong to overlook
the contradictions and differences among social classes and
groups in our society.
There are some contradictions between peasants and workers,
between villages and towns, between different social categories, bOth with regard to the condition and type of work,
and to the level of their consciousness, and their incomes.
It is evident that these differences cannot [be allowed to]
generate contradictions. They may develop and become
antagonistic if they are not well understood, and if we do
not act to eliminate the causes generating them.
(Ceau~escu, 1977a:47l-526)
Therefore, class position determines social position. The attitude
towards the means of production is essential for establishing social
position, but it alone does not determine social status. JOb or profession, working conditions, structure of work operations (the division
between physical and intellectual work in the structure of work), the place
of work and living (towns or villages), incomes (as absolute and relative
values), the level of consciousness and aspirations, education, system of
interests, culture, way of life: all of these elements, derived from the
essential means of production, express the social position of the individual or social group (Iordachel ~ al., 1977:16-17).
From this standpoint, the main structural indicators--economic and
social--characterizing Romanian society are relevant. We also must mention
the need to investigate the dynamics of these indicators in order to understand the profound technological, economic, social, demographic, and cultural changes that have already occurred and to be able to discern the main
development tendencies of our society in the future (see Tables 1-4).
Data from the population census and other statistics are relevant and
necessary for an understanding of the changes taking place in the fundamental structures of society. But they are also important ingredients in
the planning process itself. They are used to establish socioeconomic and
demographic policies, to plan the composition of the labOr force, and to
coordinate the program to bUild dwellings given the objectives of the
country's economic and social development. In short, such data are vital
in order to carry out the provisions of the Party program regarding the
supplementary measures of socio-economic development for Romania up to 1980
and·the five-year plan for the years 1981-85. These programmatic documents
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were drawn up with the essential contribution of comrade Nicolae Ceau~escu
and were adopted at the National Conference of the Romanian Communist
Party, 7-9 December, 1977.
Comrade Ceaugescu pointed out that the Supplementary Program was
intended to eliminate certain inequities that had developed in the first
two years of the present five-year plan. Some branches and departments had
outrun their goals while others had lagged behind (1978:21).
The elaboration of the 1981-85 five year plan is based on the Party
program of building a multilaterally developed socialist society as Romania
progresses to communism, and provides guidelines for the socio-economic
development of the country until 1990. This plan takes into account the
potential our country has demonstrated and is expected to achieve in its
program of supplementary grown between 1978 and 1980. The next five year
plan will be of decisive importance for socialist construction and the
continued flourishing of Romania.
Through a rigorous, scientific analysis of socio-economic, political,
and cultural realities, comrade Nicolae Ceau~escu, in a valuable, creative
and original synthesis, has shown a deep understanding of the qualitative
and quantitative transformations in our country, the dynamics of Romanian
society in the future, and the essential features that will characterize
Romania's socio-economic progress as a socialist and communist culture and
civilization.
As a consequence of the harmonious development of industry and
agricu1ture--the two basic elements of our national economy-the national income will increase, reaching in 1985 $2400-2500
for each inhabitant. Therefore we can appreciate that the next
five-year plan will mark a new qualitative leap in all aspects
of economic and social life. Romania will no longer be a
developing country in the contemporary definition of this
notion, but a country with a medium level of development.
Important changes in the social structure of the country shall
take place in production and social relations. Physical and
intellectual work will become increasingly similar, as will the
working and living conditions in towns and villages.
Our socialist society will reach a superior level of civilization, the material and spiritual level of the people will
increase, and the human personality will multilaterally
flourish (1978:34-35).
Proof of the profound changes in the social structure of the country
is found in an official statement regarding the preliminary results of the
population and dwellings census of January 5, 1977: because of the high
speed of industrial development in all branches of the economy between 1966
and 1976, about 2,253,500 jObS were created. This statistic implies both
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the quantitative and qualitative development of the working class, accomplished through improvements in the living standard of the population and
distribution of the population among numerous jobs and branches of
activity. Thus we see that qualitative modifications have been achieved in
the process of building the multilaterally developed socialist society.
A few conclusions can be drawn from the statistical analysis of the
structures of our society. The first is a consequence of Romania's wellbalanced and progressive socia-economic development plans (in industry,
agriculture, urban infrastructure, sanitary policy, policy to consolidate
the family). The average life expectancy has increased from 42.1 years in
1932 to almost 70 years in 1977. The demographic growth rate between 1951
and 1976 was 1.1%, and the same rate of growth occurred between 1966 and
1977. This growth rate has resulted from a fertility rate of 20.8 live
births per 1000 inhabitants as well as from a general increase in econ~
omic dynamism, the rise of living standards, and the increase in per capita
income, we note the following average annual rates of increase for the same
period: for the social product, 9.8%; for national income, 9.7%; for per
capita national income, 8.6%; for real salary, 4.8%; for social-cultural
expenditures in the state budget, 11.6%; for total income of the population, 6.4%; for real per capita income, 5.3%. In the past decade, the most
productive in the history of socialist Romania, the real income of the
population increased, with far-reaching beneficial consequences for the
family budget, for economic behavior and for the socia-professional orientation of the population. The successes of such development are illustrated by the fact that whereas the XIth Party Congress provided for an
increase in real salary of 20% (in itself impressive when compared with
preceding five year plans), this figure was revised upward in 1977 to
provide for an increase of 32%.
Second, during the same period, under the impact of technological and
economic development, the number of employed persons within the population
grew by about .8% yearly, and the number of workers in nonagricultural
branches, especially the top branches of modern industry, increased by 4.4%
yearly. Such striking growth has occurred mainly in the working class, the
leading class of our socialist society. This tendency should continue in
the future at a well balanced rate, congruent with our Party program which·
emphasizes that rapid industrial development helps the working class make
"a decisive contribution in the formation of the national income, and it
shall rapidly grow, becoming--in number--the predominating class of our
society" (Romanian Communist Party, 1975:103).
It is also evident that the dynamics of economic and social structures
are determined by the technological developments that underlie the socioeconomic indicators. Thus we see that the volume of investments grew by an
average annual rate of 13.1%, the fixed funds by 6.9%, global industrial
production by 12.9%, and agricultural production by 4.3%.
Highly significant for the changes in the social structure, and
specifically for the structure of the labor force, is the annual rate of
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work productivity growth for each industrial worker. In the period 19661976, 2,253,500 new jObS were created. This statistic is an important
indicator to show the quantitative growth of working staff, especially in
industry.
The increase of work productivity for each industrial worker by an
average annual rate of 8% is the most significant factor in the qualitative
changes in the structure of the labOr force. (In the present five year
plan the rate is 9.2%, and by 1981-1985 the average rate will be 7.4-8% in
industry, and 7.8-8.2% in construction.) Improving the skill and education
of workers, and instilling in workers a stronger consciousness, has resulted in economic behavior characterized by inventiveness, innovation,
creativity and better discipline at work.
An increase of abOut 11.4% annually in state expenditures for social
and cultural activities is certainly indicative of an increase in the
levels of culture and civilization of the population, showing real
possibilities for the multilateral development of the human personality.
The increase in the population's total real income by 6.4% allows us
to infer both quantitative and especially qualitative changes in family
structure and bUdget, in the demographic structure, in the degree of educational and professional training attained, and in the material and
spiritual living standard.
An essential characteristic of the political, economic, and social
policy of our party is the continuous growth of the living standard of the
population and the interdependence between income and improvement in socioeconomic standing. Data regarding the incomes of workers and peasants from
1950 to 1975 as well as the increase in salaries up to 1980 are very
relevant.
The incomes of state agriculture workers, of cooperativist peasantry,
and of peasants with individual farms in non-cooperativized areas are
expected to show sUbstantial increases: in 1980 the real income of the
peasantry is to grow by 30% for each active person as compared to 20-29% in
the provisions of the five year plan; the average net income of each active
cooperativist will grow from 974 lei in 1975 to 1370 lei in 1980; the real
incomes of peasants in noncooperativized areas will grow by 16% from 1975
to 1980 to reach 1250 lei monthly.
The growth of real income will be accompanied by important increases
in: socio-cultural expenditures for education, hospitals, public health,
and state pensions; the quantity of goods and services offered to the
population (by a rate of 8.7%); house or apartment construction (815
thousand flats will be built with state funds and additional assistance in
the form of credits and production of building materials will allow for the
construction of 50,000 dwellings by the population from its own funds); and
communal services (Romanian Communist Party, 1978:415-31).
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In analzying the main indicators of the January 5, 1977 population
census, not only is Romania's remarkable economic development evident, but
we also see substantial improvement in living conditions, in the wellbalanced development of both total and active population, and in consolidating the households of the working people. The growth of the population
and the changes in the social structure resulting from socio-professional
and educational development have occurred at rates consistent with the
economic and social dynamism that characterizes Romania in its present
stage in building a multilaterally developed socialist society.
The analysis of social strata and professional mobility, and a more
general consideration of social dynamics, stratification and mobility,
against the background of the complex process of social homogenization of
contemporary Romanian society, has important theoretical significance,
practical value for economic and social planning, and implications for
political leadership.
For an accurate understanding of the types of structures and processes
suggested above, see Table 8.
In 1930 and 1948, respectively, 78.6% and 76.6% of the population
lived in villages with 21.4% and 23.4% in towns. By 1977 the balance
between rural and urban communities had radically changed: 52.2% of the
population lived in towns, with 47.5% in villages. This quantitative
indicator points to the intensity of the urbanization process and to the
movement of population from agriculture to nonagriculture, especially
industry. Qualitative changes are also significant, such as the modernization of urban establishments, social services, means of communication,
education, culture and art, all of which point to a rise in material and
cultural standards in both towns and villages.
It is well known that in the past neither small nor large towns had
many of the features of modern developed urban centers. Analysis of the
census of January 5, 1977, indicates structural changes in urban communities
and reveals new dimensions of the urbanization process in the last decade.
The transformation of rural to urban areas and the qualitative rise in the
country's urban character have resulted from the implementation of party
and state policies to industrialize and modernize the socialist economy and
by the socialist transformation of agriculture. The objective data are
significant indicators of the structural changes carried out in our
country: the towns of the country have become fully developed from an
economic, socio-demographic, and urban point of view~ an important number
of towns have expanded their territorial boundaries~ the number of towns
have increased by 53 since the latest census (and from 142 to 236 since
1950). Villages have undergone special modernization and urbanization,
especially the commune centers which perform not only socio-economic
functions, but also politico-administrative and cultural-educational ones.
In addition, many villages will be transformed into industrial agricultural or ag~o-industrial towns in the future, becoming polyfunctional
communities with all the economic, socio-demographic, urban and cultural
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features of socialist civilization. Thus, the process of urbanization in
Romania has involved fundamental transformations, as demonstrated by the
continual transfer of population from rural to urban areas, as well as by
the dynamics of this process, and by the annual growth rate of the total
population.
Complex relationships of cause, interdependence, and complementarity
exist among technico-economic changes, socio-economic structures, demographic structure of the labor force, urban and rural community structures,
and family relationships. As a result of natural population growth, conditioned by socio-economic developments, sanitation policies and industrialization and urbanization policy, even more inhabitants were attracted
away from villages to urban centers so that the population of municipalities and towns increased.
The urbanization policy mainly centered around the well-balanced and
harmonious development of all areas of Romania, urban and rural, in compliance with the country's socio-economic program. The organization and
systematization of the country through modernization and urbanization
demand a broad, complex process which is, however, not self-sustaining.
Indeed, the rational development of areas, as the directives of the 1972
National Conference of the Party stipulate, must be conscientiously guided
to follow the general interests of society.
Changes in the population structure, labor force, and professional and
job structure of the main branches of economic and social activity are
shown in Tables 9 and 10. In 1950, 14.2% of the employed population worked
in industry and construction, with 74.3% in agriculture and silviculture,
and 11.5% in other branches (mainly in culture, education, science, social
services). In 1976, however, 40.2% worked in industry and construction,
35.9% in agriculture and silviculture, and 23.9% in other branches.
The number of working people will reach between 81,500 and 84,500,
representing about 3/4 of the total population. The increase in the number
of workers will be achieved through the implementation of the program to
reduce the working week, and during the current five year plan the 44-hour
working week will become the common practice.
A population of 23.7 million is expected in 1985, an increase of 1.2
million inhabitants since 1980. This will .be accompanied by a reduction in
the size and share of agricultural professions to 21% as compared to 35.9%
at present. A considerable movement of the active population to branches
of modern industry is anticipated (the percentage of workers in industry
and construction will be almost 53%) ,while scientific research, the percentage of workers in education, and culture services will increase to
about 26%. Such movement is certain proof of substantial improvements in
social productivity, in the degree of civilization and in the living
standard of the population.
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We would also like to point out that the development and extension of
the social division of labor is a consequence of the contemporary technicoscientific revolution. Furthermore, the increasing expansion of some
branches of the national economy emphasizes the mobility of the industrial
labor force from "traditional" branches to top branches: chemistry, electronics, scientific research, technological engineering. Accompanying
these changes are the widespread phenonmena of "poly training" or retraining
workers, of changing social status, of movement from one social class to
another, of physical work approaching intellectual work, and of intensification of the complex structure of social homogenization.
The socio-professional structure of a society, with its focus on the
main human activity, work, clearly demonstrates the society's social differentiation. Understanding this structure, its causes and conditions, its
direct and indirect consequences, its tendencies and growth, and its
complex interaction with other aspects of social life, suggests responses
and solutions to the multiple theoretical and practical problems which
arise in building a modern socialist and communist civilization. Such
knowledge seems absolutely necessary for the activity of managing economic
organizations (Iordachel, 1975:34-40).
We classify in the same category all individuals who actually perform
the same activity, irrespective of their job title or field of social
activity. This is, of course, a formal classification, because it disregards the concrete social environments in which human groups and collectivities perform activities (such as whether it is performed in an industrial or rural environment, what sort of neighborhood the workplace is in,
etc.). This classification is of real economic and social importance,
however, as it indicates the type and quantity of professional training the
population has received at a specific point in time. It can be used to
determine accurately the labor and organization needs of each type of
activity at all levels of social organization.
Such a classification is an important element both for characterizing
the social and class structure of our socialist society at present and in
planning for the future. Therefore the dynamics of social structure must
include, as a necessary component element for prognosis and decision, the
dynamics (mobility) of the socio-professional structure.
However, such a classification does not provide all of the information
necessary to develop a complex method of analysis. This requires knowledge
not only of the professional structures but also of social structures
(horizontal and vertical), and other classification schemes as well. These
help to define better the structural mechanisms of society. Thus we need
to make classification based on type of job, level of training necessary in
each industrial unit or branch (especially for highly trained specialists),
and the nature, content and duration of each work type •
. Determining the types of socio-professional structures and workers'
qualifications are especially important for understanding the dynamics of
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mobility. This transcends a strict professional framework and locates
these types in a wider social context, as elements of social structure
dynamics. A dialectical analysis of professional mobility and dynamics is,
moreover, not just an end in itself, but an essential element in planning
the process of social homogenization as well.
The model for sociological analysis becomes complete if such classifications of socio-professional mobility (heuristic and descriptive typologies) are carried out so that we may point out changes in status and social
role and in membership of social groups, strata and classes. The sociaprofessional structure becomes intelligible against the background of
fundamental structures, by its integration in complex social subsystems
(industrial, agricultural, cultural-educational, rural and urban communities) and in the global social system of the nation.
The relation between social structure, class structure and socioprofessional structure has a profoundly dialectical character, the
different types of structures being interdependent and mutually conditioned in the social system, in the socio-economic formation (Iordachel,
1973). nThe social structure of society and population class structure,
the share and characteristics of classes and other wide social groups, and
the nature of relations among them are basic components of the ensemble of
relations that define the social-economic formation, the essence of society
and its functioning in a certain stage of its development n (Nedelea,
1977:31).
We would like to show that professional structure and mobility are not
particular cases of the social structure, but component elements. Profession and job are direct and essential forms and ways that individuals
carry out their practical activity. structure and professional mobility
combine to form the direct social framework of the creative manifestation
of the human personality. Professional and occupational changes are
possible and can be performed only if individuals practicing their own jobs
are integrated in the social structure of class, collectivities, and rural
or urban communities.
We consider that the creation of a classification of professions and
activities (in production or leisure), accompanied by a quantitative
analysis of the share of professions and activities, constitutes a preliminary stage of investigation, facilitating a preliminary formal classification of jobs and activities. Not only is a formal descriptive typology
of professions necessary, but heuristically it allows us to understand the
functioning of the professional structure in the wider framework of social
systems and subsystems. It is required not only for theoreticomethodological purposes, but also for the practical purposes of economicosocial planning and management policy formation in our country.
The nprofessional" groups are approached as social groups, the p~o
fessions being investigated within concrete environments of productive
activity (industrial, agricultural, etc.) as well as in social
22

environments that go
situations generated
urban community) and
ties (social classes

beyond the strict framework of work and social
by work. The social communities (family, rural and
other structured or nonstructured human collectiviand categories) are involved in the analysis.

The proposed analysis is not intended as a formal structure or as an
abstract classified list of jobS, but as a real typology of socioprofessional collectivities, each with its own characteristic pattern of
mObility and social stratification. We appreciate that the socioprofessional groups are sociological collectivities--elements or component
parts of the social structure. The concept of socio-professional structure
as an element of social structure allows for a quantitative and qualitative
analysis of class structures as well as the processes of social stratification within classes, of social mobility within or among social classes, and
of the process of social homogenization.
Accurate information on the dynamics of social structure which are
specific to contemporary Romanian society is most necessary. It is used
systematically in the complex activities of planning, organization, and
scientific management, as carried out by the leaders of our state and party
in order to build a socialist and communist society in Romania.
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TABLE 1
DYNAMICS OF THE MAIN INDICATORS OF NATIONAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

(1950

= 100)

Average Annual
Growth Rate
1955

1965

1977

Population

106.2

116.7

132.8

1.1

Employed population

112

116

123

0.8

Number of working staff

139

203

317

4.4

Fixed assets

125

223

645

7.1

Investments

231

746

26
times

12.9

Social product

186

414

12
times

9.8

National income

192

413

12
times

9.7

Global industrial
production

202

649

26

GlObal agricultural
production

162

193

337

16

Work productivity per
industrial worker

160

343

785

7.9

National income per
capita

181

354

933

8.6

Real salary-tot. personnel 125

226

365

4.9

Social-cultural expenditures in the state budget

190

607

17

11.1

Real total incomes of
population

146

219

546

6.5

Real per capita income

137

214

411

5.4

%

12.9

Source: Statistical Annual of the Socialist Republic of Romania, 1978.
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TABLE 2

DYNAMICS OF MAIN INDICATORS OF THE POPULATION CENSUS OF JANUARY 5, 1977
AS COMPARED WITH THE POPULATION CENSUS OF MARCH 15, 1966
1977 as Compared
to 1966

---

Number of population
Population per sq. km.

1966

1977

19,103,163

21,559,416

804

908

Difference
2,456,253

%

Change
112.9

104

112.9

Number of households

5,594,555

6,777,760

823,205

113.8

Number of dwellings

5,380,299

6,373,185

992,886

118.5

10,872,820

13,969,785

3,096,965

128.5

Number of rooms
Number of persons/room
Area of rooms (thousand
sq. meters)
Room area per person
(sq. m.)
Room area per person
in towns and
municipalities

1.73

1.53

-20
39,586

88.4

148,454

188,041

126.7

7.9

8.8

0.9

111.4

8.4

9.6

1.2

114.3

Source: Statistical Annual of the Socialist Republic of Romania, 1978.
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TABLE 3

CHANGES IN PLANNED ECONOMIC GROWTH, 1975-1980
1980 as Compared
Average Annual
to 1975 (%)
Growth Rate (%)
5-Year
Supplemen- 5-Year SupplemenPlan
tary Prog. plan
tary Prog.
Social product

154.0

158.0

9.0

9.5

National income

163.0

169.0

10.3

11.0

Industrial global production

166.2

172.3

10.7

11.5

Agricultural global production

136.8150.9

139.6154.2

Investments in national economy
for 5 year periods

163.3

182.6

10.3

12.8

Foreign trade (for 5 year
periods)

206.1

209.1

15.6

15.9

Goods sold by socialist trade

147.5

152.1

8.1

8.7

Services for the population

168.6

175.3

11.0

11.9

Work productivity in
socialist industry

150.1

155.1

8.5

9.2

Real salary

122

132.3

4.1

5.8

Index of prices of retail goods
and services (1975 = 100)

105106

105106

1.01.2

1.01.2

Real incomes of peasants working
in agricultural production
cooperatives

129

130

5.2

5.4

Values calculated on the basis of 1977 prices.
Source: Romanian Communist party, 1978:367-70.
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6.58.6

6.99.0

TABLE 4

SOCIO-ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF ROMANIA IN THE
1981-1985 FIVE YEAR PLAN
(1980 = 100)
1985 as
Compared
to 1980

Annual Average
Growth Rate
1981-1985

1.

Social product

145-150

7.7-8.5

2.

National income

151-158

8.6-9.8

3.

Industrial global production

155-160

9.0-9.8

4.

Agricultural industrial production (annual 5 year mean)

123-125

4.2-4.5

Total investments in economy
(for 5 years)

137-142

6.5-7.3

6.

Foreign trade (for 5 years)

158-163

9.6-10.3

7.

Work productivity: - in industry
- in construction

143-147
138-146

7.4-8.0
7.8-8.2

8.

Reduction of expenditures per
1000 lei production in
industry

5.

6.5-7.0

9.

Number of working staff

110-114

2.0-2.7

10.

Salary fund

140-145

7.0-7.7

11.

Total real population income

125-128

4.6-5.4

12.

Volume of retail goods

130-138

5.4-6.7

13.

Services to the population

150-155

8.5-9.0

Source:

Ceau~escu,

1978:383-387.
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TABLE 5
INCOMES OF WORKERS
MONTHLY INCOME (LEI)
1950

1955

1960

1965

1970

1975

Minimum net salary

161

240

450

613

800

1114

Average net salary

337

499

802

1028

1289

1595

Maximum net salary

3673

4395

5231

5924

5493

6165

TABLE 6
INCOMES OF PEASANTS

MONTHLY INCOME (LEI)
1950

1955

1960

1965

1970

1975

Total nominal incomes

172

381

416

506

589

1018

Of which: actual cash
income

66

134

166

198

257

394
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TABLE 7
AVERAGE LEVELS OF SALARIES AND THEIR DYNAMICS

Salary
_ _-=:;.1~8;:;.;0::..__ __

five-year
plan

revised
plan

1980 as

Chang~t

Co~eareq

to 1975
five-year
plan

revised
plan

Nominal gross

1813

2405

2613

132.7

144.7

Nominal net

1595

2065

2238

129.5

140.3

Real

1595

1948

2111

122.1

132.3

--------------
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TABLE 8
POPULATION STRUCTURE BY SEX AND RESIDENCE (1930-1977)

TOTAL POPULATION
. Urban

Census Date

Total

Males

Females

Rural

29.XII.1930

14,280,729

7,015,771

7,264,958

3,051,253

11,229,476

21. 1.1948

15,872,624

7,671,983

8,200,641

3,713,139

12,159,485

21. II.1956

17,489,450

8,503,420

8,986,030

5,474,264

12,015,186

15.III.1966

19,103,163

9,351,075

9,752,088

7,305,714

11,797,449

5.1.1977

21,559,416

10,626,771

10,932,645

10,236,846

11,322,570

PERCENTAGES
Census Date

Male

Female

29.XII.1930

49.1

50.9

21.4

78.6

21. 1.1948

48.3

51. 7

23.4

76.6

21. II .1956

48.6

51.4

31.3

68.7

15.III.1966

49.0

51.0

38.2

61. 8

5.1.1977

49.3

50.7

47.5

52.5

Source:

Urban

Rural

Statistical Annual of the Romanian Socialist RepUblic, 1978.
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TABLE 9
POPULATION BY RESIDENCE FROM THE CENSUSES OF
1930, 1948, 1956, 1966, AND 1977

Dec. 29,
1930

Jan. 25,
1948

Feb. 21,
1956

Mar. 15,
1966

15,872,624
100%

17,489,450
100%

19,103,163
100%

21,559,416
100%

Jan. 5,
1977

1.

Total
14,280,729
population
100%

2.

Urban
population

3,051,253
21.4%

3,713 ,139
23.4%

5,474,264
31.3%

7,305,714
38.2%

10,236,846
47.5%

3.

Rural
11,229,476
population
78.6%

12,159,485
76.6%

12,015,186
68.7%

11,797,449
61.8%

11,322,570
52.5%

*

In towns, after the 1966 population census, the population of towns and
another 238 places were assimilated to towns (according to HCM 1942/1966).
During the population census of 1977, municipalities, towns and suburban
places were included. Since 1968, the municipalities, towns and suburban
communes population were all considered urban areas (Statistical Annual of
the Romanian Socialist Republic, 1978:44-45).
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TABLE 10
MUNICIPALITIES AND TOWNS ACCORDING TO THE NUMBER OF
POPULATION IN THE 1966 AND 1977 CENSUS

March 5, 1966
Size According
to Inhabitants
- Total
- Bucharest

Number of
Municipali ties
and Towns

Total
Population

Number of
Municipali ties
and Towns

Total
Population

183

6,220,089

236

9,393,897

1

1,366,684

1

1,807,044

7

1,771,883

200,000-300,000
100,000-199,999

January 5, 1977

12

1,778,446

10

1,472,642

50,000-99,999

8

532,104

18

1,192,231

20,000-49,999

43

1,273,398

56

1,671,177

10,~19,999

59

859,554

70

970,473

5,000-9,999

48

366,986

60

456,142

12

42,917

14

52,305

Below 5000
Source:

Statistical Annual of the Romanian Socialist Republic, 1978.
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TABLE 11
PERCENTAGE OF WORK FORCE BY ECONOMIC BRANCH (1950-1976)

1950

1955

1965

1976

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

12.0

13.1

19.2

31.9

Construction

2.2

4.3

6.3

8.3

Agriculture

74.1

69.5

56.5

35.6

Silviculture

0.2

0.2

0.2

0.3

Transport

1.9

2.4

3.1

4.3

Telecommunication

0.3

0.3

0.6

0.7

Goods circulation

2.5

3.3

4.0

5.8

Communal services and other
nonproductive services

0.7

0.9

2.1

3.5

Education, culture, art

2.3

2.2

3.5

4.1

Science, scientific service

0.2

0.3

0.5

0.8

Health protection, social assistance,
physical culture

1.1

1.2

2.0

2.7

Administration

1.7

1.5

1.0

0.7

Other branches

0.8

0.8

1.0

1.3

Employed population - total
Industry

Source:

Statistical Annual of the Romanian Socialist Republic, 1977 •
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TABLE 12
DYNAMICS OF AVERAGE NUMBER OF PROFESSIONAL STAFF
IN BRANGHES OF THE NATIONAL ECONOMY
1950 == 100

---------------------------.------ _.- ...--1955

1965
Staff

1976

1955

1965
Workers

1976

._-_._----_.. -- .

Average of all branches

139

203

309

161

254

425

Industry

133

206

358

143

225

414

Construction

210

293

428

221

318

484

Agriculture

129

194

236

130

201

244

Silviculture

102

107

170

110

119

241

Transport

147

213

303

157

255

396

Telecommunication

162

245

3.1L

189

282

395

Communal services and
other nonproductive
services

162

362

637

158

405

690

Education, culture, art

102

165

203

Science, scientific
service

142

271

413

131

216

313

Administration

98

69

47

Other branche:3

133

149

204

Health protection,
social assistance,
physical cultur~

-------------------------Source:

Statistical Annual of the Romanian Socialist Republic, 1978.
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